






















































































































































































https://www.nationsreportcard.gov/tel/tasks/andromeda/
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Goals for the future of assessments

Model engaging, authentic 
tasks to inspire teachers

Assess students on 21st-
century skills

Reduce time on traditional 
testing

Improve student mastery of 
standards and close 
achievement gaps
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Innovative Assessments Demonstration Authority (IADA)

What is it?

● Permission for a state to pilot an innovative assessment 
alongside the statewide assessment

● ESSA allows 7 waivers, 4 already granted (NH, GA, LA, NC)

What is the 

assessment?

● Grades 5 and 8 science 
● Still includes traditional MCAS questions, but half as long
● Adds authentic performance tasks to measure deeper learning 

How will it be 

rolled out?

● Small group of volunteer schools/districts in Spring 2021
● 5 years to test, refine and scale up





When students go deep in their learning, they turn every challenge into an opportunity to 

shine.

Next Steps:

● If you want, take the survey here: bit.ly/InnovMCAS

● Send any further thoughts or example materials to sam.ribnick@doe.mass.edu

http://bit.ly/InnovMCAS
mailto:sam.ribnick@doe.mass.edu


























People Most Proximate to the Problem Engagement for 2022 Pilot Administration

4.30.2021

MCAS must hit those policy and technical parameters and better meet the needs of user audiences who
experience the assessment. In fact, the assessment must be more deeply informed by some of these
users IF we are going to fully realize our Theory of Action and have a significant influence on the
day-to-day student learning experience so that more students experience Deeper Learning across
Massachusetts.

Therefore, we will expand our definition of PPP and further engage a range of experts and
stakeholders to inform refinements to the test for the Pilot Administration in 2022. We will engage the
traditional technical and policy experts as we normally would when building any high quality MCAS test,
but we will also reach out to additional groups we identified at our last MA Team meeting.

Stakeholder Group Purpose

Staff from Kaleidoscope schools, including
teachers, CAOs, ELL directors, SPED
directors/accommodation coordinators, principals
and administrators

Demonstrates to us if our Innovative Assessment
incorporates elements of deeper learning,
therefore displays students ability to

● transfer what they know across
situations,

● become invested and think of themselves
as active agents in the tasks, and

● model authentic experiences.

Staff from schools with high or low MCAS scores,
including teachers, CAOs, ELL directors, SPED
directors/accommodation coordinators, principals
and administrators.

Demonstrates to us if our Innovative Assessment
sends a message about the importance of
deeper learning, therefore influencing a change
in instruction to support deeper learning. We
need to understand the

● systems that are in place that prevent
black and brown students, ELL students,
students with disabilities, and students
from low income households from
accessing the opportunities and
achievements as their peers, and

● types of supports needed in schools that
are currently missing.

Students from Innovative Assessment Pilot that:
● are representative of state demographics;
● are in KCL and
● non-KCL schools;
● have performed well on MCAS and
● have not performed well on MCAS;
● have a science identity and
● do not have a science identity.

Demonstrates to us if our Innovative Assessment
is engaging and authentic, therefore students
feel like

● they are doing science,
● there is a purpose to the performance

tasks, and
● the innovative assessment lets them

demonstrate their knowledge and skills.
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https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/pv-ma.testnav.com/client/index.html*login?username=LGN007410702&password=CCMC4XNR__;Iw!!CUhgQOZqV7M!zdduy2HOw3qE4cliw3d69lI92rg145Zw0mfCu-Wc3v2laCKu1jWaaIKVEPBWNpBvKttI_ebm$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/pv-ma.testnav.com/client/index.html*login?username=LGN007410702&password=CCMC4XNR__;Iw!!CUhgQOZqV7M!zdduy2HOw3qE4cliw3d69lI92rg145Zw0mfCu-Wc3v2laCKu1jWaaIKVEPBWNpBvKttI_ebm$
























https://kaleidoscopecollectiveforlearning.org/about.asp




mailto:sam.ribnick@mass.gov
https://www.surveygizmo.com/s3/5800180/Innov-Application
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Call-a-Friend/Lifeline

oholly.webster@pearson.com

▪ 319-400-9041
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Technology Support

mailto:Holly.webster@pearson.com
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Who is involved in creating the new assessment?
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Innovative 
Science 

Assessment

DESE Teams

• Innovative Assessments

• MCAS team

• Kaleidoscope

• Instructional Support

Test Developers

• WestEd (science experts)

• Concord Consortium 

(science simulations)

• Pearson (science experts, 
platform and admin)

Advisory Groups

• Racial Imbalance

• English Learner / 

Bilingual

• Special Education
• Science Leaders Network

Pilot Teachers and 

Students

• Content committees

• Bias & sensitivity 

committee
• Research with students

• Prototype trials with 

students
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Task design and committee feedback timeline

6 storyboards, items and 

scoring approaches

9 phenomena

3 working prototypes

6 working prototypes

3 final tasks

DESE review

Teacher content committees (ISAC)

Bias and sensitivity committee (BSC)
DESE review

Cognitive labs with 20 students

Tryouts with 150 students
ISAC content review

Tryouts with 300 students

ISAC content review
BSC final review

ISAC final review

DESE final approval

Jul – Sept 

2020

Oct – Nov 

2020

Nov 2020 –

Jan 2021

Jan 2021 –

March 2021

April 2021

Grade 5 or 8 Task Design Process

WE ARE HERE
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Task Considerations

1. Standards alignment
o Is the task/phenomena aligned to standards?

o Is it grade-level appropriate?

o Are individual items aligned to the stated standards and practices?

2. Instructional worthiness
o Are the phenomena, simulations, and item types engaging?

o Do the tasks mirror the types of high-quality, deeper-learning tasks teachers use in classrooms?

3. Science accuracy
o Does the task and simulation represent the science accurately, with appropriate simplifications?

4. Accessibility
o Does the task use clear language, accessible to wide range of students?

o Have we considered how to minimize cultural bias or sensitivity issues?

12
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Emphases

1. To be innovative

2. For large-scale assessment

3. Aligned to STE standards and practices

4. Represent deeper learning expectations

5. Roughly 20-minute student experience

6. Accessible to all

13
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ISAC Role/Commitment and Timeline

14

ISAC Grade 5 Science

G5: Training and Initial task description review #1 
3-7pm

Wed 9/30/20

G5: Initial task description review #2
3-7pm

Wed 10/21/20

G5: Initial task description review #3
3-7pm

Wed 10/28/20

G5: Teacher Review #1 3-5pm Thu 11/12/20

G5: Teacher Review #2 3-5pm Wed 12/2/20

G5: Teacher Review #3 3-5pm Wed 12/16/20

G5: Teacher Review #4 3-5pm Wed 1/6/21

G5: Teacher Review #5 3-5pm Wed 1/20/21

G5: Teacher Review #6 3-5pm Wed 2/3/21

G5: Teacher Review #7 3-5pm Wed 2/17/21

G5: Teacher Review #8 3-5pm Wed 3/3/21

G5: Teacher Review #9 3-5pm Wed 3/17/21

Initial Tasks, One Task (2 

Item Sets) per Meeting

Bi-Weekly Meetings

Review Material Updates 

as Available (Agile Process)
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